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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


“Private police state” 
apparently thwarted in 
Montana 

Montana's attorney general 
launched an investigation Thursday into 
a California company that wants to take 
over a $27 million empty jail in the rural 
city of Hardin, following revelations that 
the company's lead figure is a convicted 
felon with a history of fraud. 

Michael Hilton, who formed 
Santa Ana, Calif.-based American 
Police Force in March, promised to fill 
the city's never-used jail and build a 
large military and law enforcement 
training center. 

Hilton has a decades-long 
track record of fraudulent activities and 
spent several years in a California 
prison on grand theft charges. A native 
of Montenegro, he uses at least 17 
aliases. 

Citing "significant concerns" 
about the city's dealings with APF, AG 
Steve Bullock asked Hardin economic 
development officials to produce by Oct. 
12 all documents related to their 
dealings with the company. 

His office made a similar 
demand of APF, including information 
that would back up Hilton's claims of 
multiple defense contracts with the U.S 
government and other agencies. 

The city's Two Rivers Authority 
reached a 10-year deal on the jail with 
the company last month. But that was 
never ratified by US Bank, the trustee 
on the construction bonds used to pay 
for the 464-bed facility. 

Attorney Becky Convery, who 
helped negotiate the deal, said Hilton 
overstepped his bounds when he 
showed up with three Mercedes SUVs 
marked with fictitious "Hardin Police 
Department" logos. 


Hilton pledged to donate the 
SUVs to the city and also offered to 
provide law enforcement for Hardin for 
$250,000 a year. That prospect has 
stirred suspicion among critics that 
Hardin, population 3,500, could be 
transformed into a privately run police 
state. 

Hilton — who came to Hardin 
last week in a black, military-style 
uniform — portrayed his company as an 
international player in the security 
industry. No records have been found of 
the extensive U.S. government 
contracts he claims. 

Instead, documents and 
interviews with Hilton's associates 
revealed a history of fraud and criminal 
activity. That includes outstanding 
judgments against him in three civil 
cases totaling more than $1.1 million. 

"Such schemes you cannot 
believe," said Joseph Carella, an 
Orange County, Calif., doctor and co¬ 
defendant with Hilton in a real estate 
fraud case that resulted in a civil 
judgment against Hilton and several 
others. 

- AP, Oct. 1,2009 

How the Fed bought the 
economics profession 

The Federal Reserve, through 
its network of consultants, visiting 
scholars, alumni and staff economists, 
so thoroughly dominates the field of 
economics that real criticism of the 
central bank has become a career 
liability for economists, an investigation 
by the Huffington Post has found. 

Even after the Fed failed to 
foresee the greatest economic collapse 
since the Great Depression, the central 
bank has largely escaped criticism from 
academic economists. 

"The Fed has a lock on the 
economics world," says Joshua Rosner, 


a Wall Street analyst who correctly 
called the meltdown. "There is no room 
for other views, which I guess is why 
economists got it so wrong." 

One way the Fed exerts control 
on academic economists is through its 
relationships with the field's 
gatekeepers. For instance, at the 
Journal of Monetary Economics, a must- 
publish venue for rising economists, 
more than half of the editorial board 
members are currently on the Fed 
payroll — and the rest have been in the 
past. 

The Fed failed to see the 
housing bubble, insisting that the rise in 
housing prices was normal. In 2004, 
then-Federal Reserve Chairman Alan 
Greenspan said that "a national severe 
price distortion [is] most unlikely." A year 
later, current Chairman Ben Bernanke 
said that the boom "largely reflect strong 
economic fundamentals." 

Bernanke has been 
nominated for a second term by 
President Obama. 

The Fed also failed to 
sufficiently regulate major financial 
institutions, with Greenspan -- and the 
dominant economists — believing that 
the banks would regulate themselves in 
their own self-interest. 

Congress is considering 
legislation to greatly expand the powers 
of the Fed to systemically regulate the 
financial industry. 

Paul Krugman, in Sunday’s 
New York Times magazine, article "How 
Did Economists Get It So Wrong?" 
concludes that "[e]conomics, as a field, 
got in trouble because economists were 
seduced by the vision of a perfect, 
frictionless market system." 

So who seduced them? 

The Fed did. 

The Fed has been dominating 
the profession for about three decades, 







says University of Texas economics 
professor — and Fed critic -- James 
Galbraith. "The generation that I grew 
up under were independent of the Fed. 
There wasn't a culture of consulting, and 
it wasn't the same vast network of 
professional economists working there." 

By 1993 the Fed had 189 
economists who worked for it and 
another 171 for its 12 regional banks. 
Over a three-year period ending in 
October 1994, the Fed awarded 305 
contracts to 209 professors worth a total 
of $3 million. 

Today a Fed spokeswoman 
says that exact figures for the number of 
economists contracted with weren't 
available. But, she says, the Federal 
Reserve spent $389 million in 2008 on 
"monetary and economic policy," money 
spent on analysis, research, data 
gathering, and studies on market 
structure; $433 million is budgeted for 
2009. 

In 2008 Robert Auerbach, a 
former investigator with the House 
banking committee, concluded in his 
Deception and Abuse at the Fed that the 
"problems associated with the Fed's 
employing or contracting with large 
numbers of economists" arise "when 
these economists testify as witnesses at 
legislative hearings or as experts at 
judicial proceedings, and when they 
publish their research and views on Fed 
policies, including in Fed publications." 

The Fed keeps many of the 
editors of prominent academic journals 
on its payroll. It is common for a journal 
editor to review submissions dealing 
with Fed policy while also taking the 
bank's money. A HuffPost review of 
seven top journals found that 84 of the 
190 editorial board members were 
affiliated with the Federal Reserve in 
one way or another. 

"Try to publish an article critical 
of the Fed with an editor who works for 
the Fed," says Galbraith [who has had 
his work on the Fed rejected.] 

Affiliations with the Fed have 
become the oxygen of academic life for 
monetary economists. "It's very 
important, if you are tenure track and 
don't have tenure, to show that you are 
valued by the Federal Reserve," says 
Jane D'Arista, a Fed critic and an 
economist with the Political Economy 
Research Institute at the University of 
Massachusetts, Amherst. 

Robert King, editor in chief of 
the Journal of Monetary Economics and 
a visiting scholar at the Richmond 
Federal Reserve Bank, dismisses the 
notion that his journal was influenced by 

(i 


its Fed connections. "I think that the 
suggestion is a silly one, based on my 
own experience at least," he wrote in an 
e-mail. 

The Huffington Post reviewed 
the mastheads of the American Journal 
of Economics, the Journal of Economic 
Perspectives, Journal of Economic 
Literature, the American Economic 
Journal: Applied Economics, American 
Economic Journal: Economic Policy, the 
Journal of Political Economy and the 
Journal of Monetary Economics. 

HuffPost interns Googled 
around looking for resumes and 
otherwise searched for Fed connections 
for the 190 people on those mastheads. 
Of the 84 that were affiliated with the 
Federal Reserve at one point in their 
careers, 21 were on the Fed payroll 
even as they served as gatekeepers at 
prominent journals. 

At the Journal of Monetary 
Economics, every single member of the 
editorial board is or has been affiliated 
with the Fed and 14 of the 26 board 
members are presently on the Fed 
payroll. 

-www.hufffingtonpost.com, Sept. 7, 
2009 

Hyper-inflation here we come! 
Yee haw! 

Where would we be without the 
Fed and its printing press? There's been 
a lot of debate about the appetite of 
foreign investors of our debt — Treasury 
auctions continue to be strong, even as 
noises emanate from overseas about 
wanting to dump the dollar. But here's a 
stark fact: Only the Fed is buying 
agency debt, [with printing press 
dollars]. Foreign buyers, who once 
consumed it voraciously, have been net 
sellers so far this year. 

The Federal Reserve plans to 
slow and then stop its purchases by the 
end of the first quarter of 2010. This 
raises the question of who will replace 
this source of demand, and at what 
price. 

— www.businessinsider.com, Oct. 8, 
2009 

IMF: “lender of last resort”? 

By Mark Weisbrot 

Rescued from a state of near¬ 
irrelevance by the world recession and 
an infusion of hundreds of billions of 
dollars (mostly from the U.S., Europe, 
and Japan), the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) is now thinking of expanding 
its role into previously uncharted 
territory. In Istanbul for the fall meetings 
of the IMF, Managing Director 


Dominique Strauss-Kahn said: "There is 
clearly a need for reliable emergency 
financing and hence for a global lender 
of last resort. The fund has the potential 
to serve as an effective and reliable 
provider of such insurance." 

But can the IMF play this role 
of the world's central banker, lender of 
last resort? 

The Fund has this year made 
available for borrowing some $283 
billion dollars to all member countries. 
While most of this is allocated to the rich 
countries who will not need or use it, a 
substantial part will go to developing 
countries, with some $20 billion to low 
income countries (although most of the 
latter cannot really afford to take on 
more debt). 

The Fund has privately said 
that its policies should be judged not on 
whether they made the downturn worse 
in borrowing countries, but on whether 
these countries would have been even 
worse off if they didn't get any aid at all. 
This seems too low a bar. If you go to a 
doctor with a badly infected foot, and he 
saves your life by amputating it, you are 
better off as a result of the treatment. 
But if you could have been cured by 
available antibiotics, this is not 
competent medicine. 

Does anyone think that South 
Korea - which was as poor as Ghana in 
1960 but now has living standards on a 
par with some Western European 
countries - would have succeeded if it 
had been under IMF/World Bank 
tutelage during these decades? 

To be fair, the IMF is controlled 
by the governments of the rich 
countries, with the U.S. Treasury 
Department as its most important 
overseer. But that is exactly the 
problem: these governments are just 
beginning to acknowledge some of the 
failures of neoliberal policies in their own 
countries, although they are still quite far 
from reforming them. They have not 
even recognized the failure of their 
policies in the rest of the world, despite 
the long-term growth and development 
failure in the vast majority of low- and 
middle-income countries. Concentrated, 
unaccountable power is generally bad; 
it's even worse when it is also 
misguided. 

- The Guardian Unlimited, Oct. 8, 2009 

Wikipedia bans “fringe” 
material 

Wikipedia, the online "free 
encyclopedia" written and edited entirely 
by its users, has been deleting within 
minutes any mention of eligibility issues 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 





surrounding Barack Obama's 
presidency, WND has learned. 

A perusal through Obama’s 
current Wikipedia entry finds a heavily 
guarded, mostly glowing biography 
about the U.S. president. Some of 
Obama's most controversial past 
affiliations, including with Rev. Jeremiah 
Wright and former Weathermen terrorist 
Bill Ayers, are not once mentioned, even 
though those associations received 
much news media attention and served 
as dominant themes during the 
presidential elections last year. 

Also completely lacking is any 
mention of the well-publicized concerns 
surrounding Obama’s eligibility to serve 
as commander-in-chief. 

Indeed, Wikipedia users who 
wrote about the eligibility issues had 
their entries deleted almost immediately 
and were banned from re-posting any 
material on the website for three days. 

One Wikipedia user - acting as 
part of WND's investigation - added the 
following to Obama's page: 

"There have been some doubts 
about whether Obama was born in the 
U.S. after the politician refused to 
release to the public a carbon copy of 
his birth certificate and amid claims from 
his relatives he may have been born in 
Kenya. Numerous lawsuits have been 
filed petitioning Obama to release his 
birth certificate, but most suits have 
been thrown out by the courts." 

As is required on the online 
encyclopedia, that entry was backed up 
by third-party media articles, citing the 
Chicago Tribune and 

WorldNetDaily.com 

The entry was posted on Feb. 
24, at 6:16 p.m. EST. Just three minutes 
later, the entry was removed by a 
Wikipedia administrator, claiming the 
posting violated the websites rules 
against "fringe" material. 

The Obama eligibility issue has 
indeed been reported extensively. 
WorldNetDaily has led the coverage. 
Other news outlets, such as Britain's 
Daily Mail and the Chicago Tribune 
have released articles critical of claims 
Obama may not be eligible. The Los 
Angeles Times quoted statements by 
former presidential candidate Alan Keys 
doubting Obama is eligible to serve as 
president. Just last week, the Internet 
giant America Online featured a top 
news article about the eligibility subject, 
referencing WND's coverage. 

Angela Beesley Starling, a 
spokeswoman for Wikipedia, told WND 
that all the website's encyclopedia 
content is monitored by volunteer 
administrators. 

"Administrators," Starling said, 
"are simply people who are trusted by 


the other community members to have 
access to some extra tools that allow 
them to delete pages and perform other 
tasks that help the encyclopedia." 

According to Alexa.com, 
Wikipedia is the seventh most trafficked 
website on the Internet. 

A Wikipedia user attempted to 
add Ayers' name to an appropriate 
paragraph. One of those additions, 
backed up with news articles, read as 
follows: 

"He served alongside former 
Weathermen leader William Ayers from 
1994 to 2002 on the board of directors 
of the Woods Fund of Chicago, which in 
1985 had been the first foundation to 
fund the Developing Communities 

Project, and also from 1994 to 2002 on 
the board of directors of the Joyce 
Foundation. Obama served on the 
board of directors of the Chicago 

Annenberg Challenge from 1995 to 
2002, as founding president and 

chairman of the board of directors. 
Ayers was the founder and director of 
the Challenge." 

Within two minutes that 

Wikipedia entry was deleted and the 
user banned from posting on the 
website for three days, purportedly for 
adding "Point of View junk edits," even 
though the addition was well-established 
fact. 

-WorldNetDaily Exclusive, Mar. 8, 2009 

DHS to sheriff: stop arresting 
illegal aliens 

By Dave Gibson 

Department of Homeland 
Security Secretary Janet Napolitano has 
ordered Maricopa County Sheriff Joe 
Arpaio to stop arresting suspects based 
solely on the fact that they are illegal 
aliens. The Arizona sheriff, who has 
been called the “toughest” in America, 
defiantly said he will continue his 
sweeps which have netted thousands of 
illegal aliens. 

Sheriff Arpaio has vowed to 
maintain his “crime suppression 
operations,” conducting street patrols 
looking for suspected illegal aliens. He 
says that he can still operate within the 
law, under Arizona human smuggling 
laws. 

“It’s all politics,” Arpaio told 
reporters. 

Earlier this year, Arpaio said: “If 
I'm told not to enforce immigration law 
except if the alien is a violent criminal, 
my answer to that is we are still going to 
do the same thing, [US Code] 287g or 
not. We have been very successful." 

Sheriff Arpaio’s department 
has either identified in jail, or arrested 


on the street more than 30,000 illegal 
aliens in and around Phoenix, AZ. 

Arpaio has been the target of 
an ongoing Justice Department 
investigation, focusing mainly on so- 
called ‘racial-profiling.’ Of course, 
Obama was elected in great measure 
due to strong support among Latinos, 
and Arpaio’s removal of over 30,000 
mostly Mexican illegal aliens has 
angered the Latino community. 

‘Reporter’s note: Apparently, 
after nearly nine months in office, Janet 
Napolitano still fails to understand her 
position as Homeland Security 
Secretary...Fortunately, Sheriff Joe 
Arpaio is there to take responsibility for 
the job she has refused to do. 

— www.examiner.com/Norfolk Crime 
Examiner, Oct. 7, 2009 

DHS Helps Local Cops Buy 
Ear Blasters 

With the help of Homeland 
Security grants, police departments 
nationwide looking to subdue unruly 
crowds and political protesters are 
purchasing a high-tech device originally 
used by the military to repel battlefield 
insurgents and Somali pirates with 
piercing noise capable of damaging 
hearing. 

Police acknowledge that they 
deployed the Long Range Acoustic 
Devices (LRADs) as a safeguard at 
recent political conventions, protest- 
plagued international summit meetings 
and this summer's volatile town hall 
meetings on health care. 

Officers were captured last 
week on video using the devices against 
protesters at the Group of 20 summit in 
Pittsburgh, causing many to cover their 
ears or disperse to escape the shrieking 
sound. 

San Diego-based American 
Technology Corp. insists the devices it 
manufactures and sells are not intended 
to be used as sonic weapons but rather 
to "influence the behavior and gain 
compliance" from people. 

But the company stated in a 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
filing in September 2008 that the device 
is "capable of sufficient acoustic output 
to cause damage to human hearing or 
human health," expressing concern that 
its misuse could lead to lawsuits. 

The dish-shaped device 
generate tones that are higher than the 
normal human threshold for pain, 
according to the device's own data 
sheet. They can be aimed in a narrow 
beam at specific targets with "extreme 
accuracy." 

The American Tinnitus 
Association said Wednesday that 




protesters at the G-20 summit were 
"acoustically assaulted" with sound of 
over 140 decibels, which it described as 
"like the kind of sound pressure 

members of the armed services might 
face from an Improvised Explosive 

Device (IED). 

-- Washington Times, October 1,2009 

Marching with Marx 

In 2009, roughly 47% of 
households, or 71 million, will not owe 
any federal income tax, according to the 
nonpartisan Tax Policy Center. 

Some in that group will even 

get additional money from the 

government because they qualify for 
refundable tax breaks. 

The center's original estimate 
was 38%. That was before enactment in 
February of the $787 billion economic 
recovery package, which included a 
host of new or expanded tax breaks. 

The vast majority of 
households making up to $30,000 fall 
into the category, as do nearly half of all 
households making between $30,000 
and $40,000. 

As you move up the income 
scale the percentages drop. 

Of course, income taxes don't 
tell the whole story. Workers are also 
subject to payroll taxes, which support 
Social Security and Medicare. 

When considering federal 
income taxes in combination with payroll 
taxes, the percent of households with a 
net liability of zero or less is estimated to 
be 24% this year, according to the Tax 
Policy Center's estimates. 

A key reason why there is a 
zero-liability group at all is because the 
U.S. tax system is progressive. [The 
progressive income tax is one of the 10 
planks of Karl Marx' Communist 
Manifesto: Ed.] Those who bring in more 
money pay more than those lower down 
the income scale. 

"As the number [of nonpayers] 
becomes larger, we have to question 
whether we'll make good decisions 
about how to allocate resources," said 
economist George Zodrow, a professor 
at Rice University. "Most people don't 
understand how skewed the tax 
distribution is." 

— www.money.cnn.com, Sept. 30, 2009 

Islamic Justice 

Six masked men used 
machetes to carry out amputations on 
three men accused of robbery by a 
Somali Islamist court, a witness said 
Saturday. 

Abdulahi Hassan Afrah said 
the two of the men had both a hand and 
a foot cut off and a third had only a foot 


cut off after the Islamic court in the 
southern port city of Kismayo realized 
he was already disabled. He said a 
crowd of around 400 people watched 
the sentence carried out Friday on the 
three screaming young men. 

A spokesmen for the al- 
Shabab militia, Sheik Hassan Yaqub AN, 
said the three had admitted robbing 
passengers on board a truck. 

None of the three were allowed 
to appeal the sentence or had access to 
a lawyer. 

In 2008, the courts in Kismayo 
ordered a 13-year-old gang rape victim 
to be stoned to death. But amputations 
and public floggings are more common. 

- AP, October 10, 2009 

Health care “gibberish” 

Sen. Thomas Carper (D.-Del.), 
a member of the Senate Finance 
Committee, told CNSNews.com that he 
does not “expect” to read the 
committee’s health care bill because it is 
“confusing” and that anyone who claims 
they are going to read it and understand 
it is fooling people. 

“I don’t expect to actually read 
the legislative language because 
reading the legislative language is 
among the more confusing things I’ve 
ever read in my life,” Carper said. 

Carper described the type of 
language the actual text of the bill would 
finally be drafted in as "arcane," 
"confusing," "hard stuff to understand," 
and "incomprehensible” He likened it to 
the gibberish" used in credit card 
disclosure forms. 

Last week, the Finance 
Committee considered an amendment 
offered by Sen. Jim Bunning (R-Ky.) that 
would have required the committee to 
post the full actual language of the 
proposed legislation online for at least 
72 hours before holding a final 
committee vote on it. The committee 
defeated the amendment 13-10. 

— CNSNews.com, October 2, 2009 

Weapons failed U.S. soldiers 
during Afghan firefight 

A detailed study by a military 
historian found that U.S. weapons failed 
repeatedly at a "critical moment" during 
the firefight in the small village of Wanat, 
Afghanistan, on July 13, 2008, putting 
the outnumbered American troops at 
risk of being overrun by nearly 200 
insurgents. Nine U.S. soldiers were 
killed and 27 more were wounded in the 
battle. 

Which raises the question: Do 
U.S. armed forces have the best guns 
money can buy? 


A small but vocal number of 
troops in Afghanistan and Iraq has 
complained that the standard-issue M4 
rifles need too much maintenance and 
jam at the worst possible times. 

Army officials say that when 
properly cleaned and maintained, the 
M4 is a quality weapon that can pump 
out more than 3,000 rounds before any 
failures occur. 

The M4 is a shorter, lighter 
version of the Ml6, which made its 
debut during the Vietnam war. Roughly 
500,000 M4s are in service, making it 
the rifle troops on the front lines trust 
with their lives. 

Sen. Tom Coburn, R-Okla., a 
leading critic of the M4, said Thursday 
the Army needs to move quickly to 
acquire a combat rifle suited for the 
extreme conditions U.S. troops are 
fighting in. 

U.S. special operations forces, 
with their own acquisition budget and 
the latitude to buy gear the other military 
branches can't, already are replacing 
their M4s with a new rifle. 

Nearly 90 percent of soldiers 
are satisfied with their M4s, which 
carries a 30-round magazine, according 
to Brig. Gen. Peter Fuller, head of the 
Army office that buys soldier gear. Still, 
the rifle is continually being improved to 
make it even more reliable and lethal. 

The study by Douglas 
Cubbison of the Army Combat Studies 
Institute at Fort Leavenworth, Kan., 
hasn't been publicly released. Copies of 
the study have been leaked to news 
organizations and are circulating on the 
Internet. 

Cubbison's study is based on 
an earlier Army investigation and 
interviews with soldiers who survived 
the attack at Wanat. 

The soldiers said their 
weapons were meticulously cared for 
and routinely inspected by commanders. 
But still the weapons had breakdowns, 
especially when the rifles were on full 
automatic, which allows hundreds of 
bullets to be fired a minute. 

The platoon-sized unit of U.S. 
soldiers and about two dozen Afghan 
troops was shooting back with such 
intensity the barrels on their weapons 
turned white hot. The high rate of fire 
appears to have put a number of 
weapons out of commission, even 
though the guns are tested and built to 
operate in extreme conditions. 

Spc. Chris McKaig, firing his 
M4 from a position the soldiers called 
the "Crow's Nest”, soon had problems 
with his M4. 

"My weapon was overheating," 
McKaig said, according to Cubbison's 
report. "I had shot about 12 magazines 




by this point already and it had only 
been about a half hour or so into the 
fight. I couldn't charge my weapon and 
put another round in because it was too 
hot, so I got mad and threw my weapon 
down." 

The soldiers also had trouble 
with their M249 machine guns, a larger 
weapon than the M4 that can shoot up 
to 750 rounds per minute. 

CpI. Jason Bogar fired 
approximately 600 rounds from his M- 
249 before the weapon overheated and 
jammed. 

Bogar was killed during the 
firefight, but no one saw how he died, 
according to the report. 

- AP, October 11, 2009 

Supremes to hear McDonald v. 
Chicago 

The U.S. Supreme Court will 
soon hear the landmark Second 
Amendment case of McDonald v. 
Chicago. The case will address the 
application of the Second Amendment 
to the states through either the Due 
Process clause or the Privileges or 
Immunities clause of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. The case has major 
implications for the legality of restrictive 
gun laws not only in Chicago, but also in 
other cities and the states across the 
nation. The decision to hear the case 
gives hope to Second Amendment 
advocates across America, that this 
fundamental freedom will be protected 
from infringement throughout the nation 
from impermissible regulation at all 
levels, state and local, as well as 
federal. 

U.S. Senators Kay Bailey 
Hutchison (R-Tex.) and Jon Tester (D- 
Mont.), are joining forces with U.S. 
Representatives Mark Souder (R-Ind.) 
and Mike Ross (D-Ark.), in filing a joint, 
pro-Second Amendment amicus curiae 
(Friend of the Court) brief before the 
Supreme Court in the McDonald v. 
Chicago case. 

Last year, the historic case of 
District of Columbia v. Heller invalidated 
the District's ban on handguns. 
However, the Heller case applied only to 
federal enclaves, such as Washington, 
D.C. A favorable ruling in the McDonald 
case would ensure that the individual 
right affirmed in Heller also applied as 
against state and local regulation. 

— NRA/ILA Grassroots Alert, Vol. 16, 
No. 40, 10/9/09 

Nobel Prize for Promises? 

By Howard Zinn 

I was dismayed when I heard 
Obama was given the Nobel Peace 
Prize. A shock, really, to think that a 


president carrying on wars in two 
countries and launching military action 
in a third country (Pakistan) would be 
given a peace prize. But then I recalled 
that Woodrow Wilson, Theodore 
Roosevelt and Henry Kissinger had all 
received Nobel Peace Prizes. The 
Nobel Committee is famous for its 
superficial estimates and for its 
susceptibility to rhetoric and empty 
gestures, while ignoring blatant 
violations of world peace. 

Yes, Wilson gets credit for the 
League of Nations - that ineffectual body 
which did nothing to prevent war. But he 
also bombarded the Mexican coast, sent 
troops to occupy Haiti and the 
Dominican Republic and brought the US 
into the slaughterhouse of Europe in the 
first World War - surely, among stupid 
and deadly wars, at the top of the list. 

Sure, Theodore Roosevelt 
brokered a peace between Japan and 
Russia. But he was a lover of war, who 
participated in the US conquest of Cuba, 
pretending to liberate it from Spain while 
fastening US chains around that tiny 
island. And as president he presided 
over the bloody war to subjugate the 
Filipinos, even congratulating a US 
general who had just massacred 600 
helpless villagers in the Phillipines. The 
Committee did not give the Nobel Prize 
to Mark Twain, who denounced 
Roosevelt and criticized the war, nor to 
William James, leader of the anti¬ 
imperialist league. 

Oh yes, the Committee saw fit 
to give a peace prize to Henry Kissinger, 
because he signed the final agreement 
ending the war in Vietnam, of which he 
had been one of the architects. 
Kissinger, who obsequiously went along 
with Nixon's expansion of the war with 
the bombing of peasant villages in 
Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia. 
Kissinger, who matches the definition of 
a war criminal very accurately, was 
given a peace prize! 

People should not be given a 
peace prize on the basis of promises 
they have made (as with Obama, an 
eloquent maker of promises) but on the 
basis of actual accomplishments 
towards ending war. Obama has 
continued deadly, inhuman military 
action in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan. 

The Nobel Peace Committee 
should retire, and turn over its huge 
funds to some international peace 
organization which is not awed by 
stardom and rhetoric, and which has 
some understanding of history. 

- Howard Zinn is a historian, 
playwright and social activist, and has 
received the Thomas Merton Award, the 
Eugene V. Debs Award, the Upton 
Sinclair Award and the Lannan Literary 


Award. He is perhaps best known for "A 
People's History of the United States." 

U. of Pa. article: gun owners 
more likely to be shot 

In a first-of its-kind study, 
epidemiologists at the University of 
Pennsylvania School of Medicine found 
that, on average, guns did not protect 
those who possessed them from being 
shot in an assault. The study estimated 
that people with a gun were 4.5 times 
more likely to be shot in an assault than 
those not possessing a gun. 

The study was released online 
this month in the American Journal of 
Public Health, in advance of print 
publication in November 2009. 

"This study helps resolve the 
long-standing debate about whether 
guns are protective or perilous," notes 
study author Charles C. Branas, PhD, 
Associate Professor of Epidemiology. 
"Will possessing a firearm always 
safeguard against harm or will it 
promote a false sense of security?" 

Source: University of 

Pennsylvania School of Medicine 

* * * 

FSU’s Gary Kleck critiques the U. 
of Pa.’s article 

The article by Branas and his 
colleagues (forthcoming in the American 
Journal of Public Health) is the very 
epitome of junk science in the guns-and- 
violence field - poor quality research 
designed to arrive at an ideologically 
predetermined conclusion. Like all 
articles in on this topic published in the 
AJPH, it concludes that guns (no matter 
who possesses or uses them) invariably 
raise the risks of violence. This is not 
what competent research indicates, but 
it is certainly what the peculiar body of 
poor quality research appearing in 
medical and public health journals 
almost always concludes. 

The authors conclude that "on 
average, guns did not protect those who 
possessed them from being shot in an 
assault" and that successful defensive 
gun uses are unlikely. In fact, none of 
the evidence presented by the authors 
actually has any relevance to the issue 
of the effectiveness of defensive gun 
use, for the simple reason that at no 
point do they ever compare crime 
victims who used guns defensively with 
victims who did not. Instead, they made 
only the essentially irrelevant 
comparison between people who were 
shot in assaults with the rest of the 
population, noting whether gun 
possession was more common among 
the former than among the latter. Not 
surprisingly, after controlling for a 
handful of (badly chosen) control 




variables, they found that gun 
possession is more common among 
gunshot victims. 

This pattern, however, says 
nothing about the effectiveness of 
defensive gun use, but rather is merely 
a reflection of the fact that the same 
factors that place people at greater risk 
of becoming assault victims also 
motivate many people to acquire, and in 
some cases carry away from home, 
guns for self-protection. In sum, this is 
what researchers refer to as a 
"spurious" association - a non-causal 
statistical pattern due to the influence of 
some third factor(s) on the purported 
cause (gun possession) and the effect 
(gunshot victimization). For example, 
being a drug dealer or member of a 
street gang puts one at much higher risk 
of being shot, but also makes it far more 
likely one will acquire a gun for 
protection. 

Previous published research, 
however, has directly compared crime 
victims who used guns with victims who 
used other self-protective strategies 
(including doing nothing to resist), and 
reached precisely the opposite 
conclusions from those at which Branas 
et al. arrived (Kleck 1988; Kleck and 
DeLone 1993; Southwick 2000; Tark 
and Kleck 2004). Significantly, Branas et 
al. ignore all but one of these studies, 
and do not share with readers the main 
finding of the one study they do mention 
in passing (Kleck and DeLone 1993) - 
victims who resisted with guns were less 
likely to be injured that those who did 
not. Indeed, all published research to 
make such direct comparisons has 
yielded the same conclusion. 

The most authoritative study 
(Tark and Kleck 2004) used data from 
large-scale surveys conducted by the 
federal government (the National Crime 
Victimization Survey), covering large 
samples that were representative of the 
entire U.S. population, compared 18 
different self-protection victim strategies, 
and controlled for far more confounding 
variables than Branas et al. did. The 
results indicated that the probability of 
success in defensive uses of guns 
approaches 100% - it is virtually 
unheard of for a crime victim to be 


injured after using a gun for self¬ 
protection. More specifically, only 2% of 
gun-wielding victims were injured after 
using a gun for self-protection (p. 878). 
On the rare occasions that gun-using 
victims were hurt, it was almost always 
injury that came first, followed by armed 
resistance - i.e., injury provoked 

previously reluctant victims into finally 
using their guns. 

Strictly speaking, the results of 
Banas and his colleagues do not conflict 
with those of prior researchers; rather, 
they are simply irrelevant, and do not 
actually bear on the use of how effective 
defensive gun use is. The authors draw 
a non sequitur conclusion from 
irrelevant evidence. They find that gun 
shot victimization is more common 
among those who have guns, and 
conclude that gun possession raises 
one's risks of being shot. It is precisely 
as if medical researchers found that 
insulin use is more common among 
persons who suffer from diabetes than 
among those who are not diabetic 
(something that is most assuredly true), 
and concluded that insulin use raises 
one's risk of diabetes. This silly 
conclusion would certainly come as a 
surprise to medical researchers, and is 
obviously wrong. So is the conclusion 
drawn by Branas et al. 

- Gary Kleck, College of 
Criminology and Criminal Justice, 
Florida State University, Tallahassee, 
FL 32306-1127 (850) 894-1628, 

qkleck@fsu.edu . September 28, 2009. 

The police state, Jersey style 

New Jersey is among 10 states 
that restrict your right to self-defense, by 
denying law-abiding citizens the ability 
to obtain a permit and carry a concealed 
firearm for self-defense. 

* New Jersey law includes a 
provision for rationing your rights, 
allowing the government to dictate how 
many firearms you can purchase. 

* New Jersey requires law- 
abiding citizens to obtain a government 
license before purchasing a handgun. 

* New Jersey bans certain 
firearms based solely on the way they 
look. 

* New Jersey law does not ban 


government gun confiscations in times 
of emergency - when you need a gun 
most. 

-NRA/ILA New Jersey Edition, 
2009 Truth About Gun Owners (TAG) 
Poll 

Molested by the state 

By Stephen Baskerville 

The United Nation's 
"International Guidelines on Sexuality 
Education," published by the U.N. 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Organization (UNESCO), is a manifesto 
for governments to assume control over 
the "sexual education" of children, to 
inculcate in them politically correct ideas 
about sex and sexual politics, and to 
undermine and marginalize their 
parents. 

Lip service is paid to parents, 
but they are to be permitted only such 
authority as state officials deem good for 
their children: "Teachers and school 
managers are called upon to balance 
the rights of parents and the rights of 
children." 

The paper spouts unsupported 
axioms centering on sex, which it is 
keen to promote; “Getting the right 
information that is scientifically accurate, 
non-judgmental, age-appropriate and 
complete, at an early age, is something 
to which all children and young people 
are entitled." 

Entitled? By whom? By what 
authority is it asserted that children have 
a right to be exposed to sex "at an early 
age"? 

From age 5, children are to be 
instructed against the evils of "gender 
roles" and "stereotypes." At age 9, they 
are to be indoctrinated to believe that 
"gender role stereotypes contribute to 
forced sexual activity and sexual 
abuse." (How precisely?) At age 15, 
children will be required to participate in 
"advocacy" campaigns as part of their 
"education" and forced to promote 
political agendas, including "advocacy to 
promote the right to and access to safe 
abortion." 

Stephen Baskerville is 
associate professor of government at 
Patrick Henry College 
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